TCEQ, Air PermitsDivision
PBR Study Remediation Stakeholders Group
August 7, 2003
9:00 AM
12100 Park 35 Circle
Building C, Room 131E

Minutes
OpeningRemarks . ... ... i Annelnman

Anne thanked participants for coming to the meeting, gpologized for confusion on the mailout for
the previous stakeholders meeting, and gave abrief overview of the PBR project, and introduced
TCEQ 4aff. Shedescribed atiered concept of authorization for ar pollution sourcesthat includes:
de minimus for those sources not requiring an authorization; PBR for smple sources with low
emissons, standard permitsfor more complex or controversia sources, and regular NSR permits
for those sources that require case-by-case consideration.

Background or UpdateInformation .................. ... ... .... Annelnman

Anne described Phase | of the PBR project. It will occur in two parts. The firgt part includes:
amendments to §8106.50 fees; repeal of 8106.5 Public Notice, 8106. 201-203 Concrete Batch
Pants, and §106.493 Direct Flame Incinerators, and amendments to §106.491 Dua Chamber
Incinerator, 8106.496 Trench Burners, 8106.533 Remediaion. The second part will involve
amendmentsto 8106.512, Stationary Enginesand Turbinesand §106.352, Oil and Gas Faclities,
in conjunction with revisonsto the Landfill and Oil and Gas GOPs.

Discussion Topic 8106.533, Remediation ................iuiiiiiiiiniannnnnnn.

Howard Uhd discussed the proposed amendmentsto this PBR. Hediscussed definitions, generd
and adminidrative requirements, the addition of IC engines as a control device, Distance
requirements. He aso told the stakeholders that we are continuing to research dry cleaning
compounds and are looking for information concerning appropriate sampling methods. The
following comments were made by the stakeholders.

. Comment: Why is the draft redtricted to petroleum contamination at fuel dispensing Stes
and does not appear to cover tank farms, refineries, or pipdines? Response: Staff will
consder and evaluate expanding the scope of the PBR to cover smilar contamination at
Stes other than gas ations.

. Comment: Has the dtaff evaluated petroleum compounds other than gasoline or diesdl.
Response: Staff is currently looking & aviation fuels, crude oils, and natural gas
condensates to determine if these materials can be covered under this PBR.



. Comment: Has TCEQ coordinated with the Texas Railroad Commission regarding
jurisdictionand authority over spill and cleanup operations aong pipeines? Inmany cases,
spills are contained as soon as possible and many times “cleaned up” by bioremediation,
landfarming, tilling, or “shredding” the contaminated soil and mixing with nearby
uncontaminated soils. It is unclear whether these activities and equipment are facilities
under the jurisdiction of ar permitsand TCEQ. There was also concerns raised about
delays which may occur for these spill response/clean-up projects if the pipdine
owner/operators had to comply with this PBR or obtain any air authorization. Response:
Staff will look into this issue and contact the RRC for their insight, comments, and
jurisdictiond limitsoverlgp. The PBR will be updated based on the results of this
coordinationand ensure that necessary and appropriate clean up of these steswould not
be delayed due to the need to meet air quaity requirements. Staff also discussed the
legiddive definition of facility and clarified when some ar authorization is normaly
required.

. Comment: Are remediation pilot test wells covered by this PBR? What if the control
srategy changes during the lifetime of project? What if measured emissions exceed the
pilot test estimates? Can the TCEQ minimize paperwork and provide maximum flexibility
for theseprojects? Response: Staff will revise the language to ensure that dl phases of a
remediation project are covered by this PBR and that paperwork is minimized and
coordinated throughout the agency.

. Comment: The proposed registration and notification requirements do not appear to be
flexible and will be burdensome to industry. Response: Staff will evauate the triggers for
regigration or notification (as wdl as Fees) and minimize those requirements were

appropriate.

. Comment: Can the PBR dlow the use of dternative control devices? Response: PBRS
arenot structured to allow for case-by-casereview of dternative control methods. These
authorization types must be for amilar facilities and have no case-by-case review.

. Comment: Please daify that gas Sation and dry cleaner remediation does not require a
100 ft. set back. Response: Staff will revise rule language so that thisis clear.

ClosngRemarkgAction Items ............ ... Annelnman

Staff thanked the stakehol dersfor taking time and giving feedback to the agency. Annelnmanadso
encouraged any additiona comments on these, or any other, PBR to be forwarded to the TCEQ
a the earliest opportunity. Blake Stewart also reminded stakeholders to sign up for the APD
emall group for thisrule proposd, or let him know if they are interested inany other PBR package
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